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So today I stand with Ranking Member NAD-

LER, Congressman LANGEVIN and all those 
who stand for civil rights and for the rights of 
Americans with disabilities. 

For these reasons I oppose the rule gov-
erning H.R. 620. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chair, when the 
Americans with Disabilities Act was first 
signed into law, President George H.W. Bush 
praised this bill for its assurance ‘‘that people 
with disabilities [were] given the basic guaran-
tees for which they have worked so long and 
so hard: independence, freedom of choice, 
control of their lives, and the opportunity to 
blend fully and equally into the rich mosaic of 
the American mainstream.’’ His words were 
true when the ADA passed, and they are true 
today. 

H.R. 620 would reverse decades of 
progress. It would pave the way for busi-
nesses to delay or completely avoid complying 
with the ADA, and shift the onus on people 
with disabilities to report noncompliance. If this 
bill were signed into law, it would effectively 
hold harmless places of public accommodation 
for willfully failing to comply with the ADA. 

This legislation purports to curb ‘‘drive-by’’ 
lawsuits, which can be a legitimate problem, 
but these suits have arisen predominantly in 
states that provide for recovery of money 
damages in their state laws. The federal ADA 
does not provide for damages, only injunctive 
relief and attorney’s fees. 

This would be a step backwards. We have 
a responsibility to protect these safeguards 
and ensure that people with disabilities are 
provided accessible accommodations. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. POE 
of Texas) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. SIMPSON, Chair of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 620) to amend the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990 to promote 
compliance through education, to clar-
ify the requirements for demand let-
ters, to provide for a notice and cure 
period before the commencement of a 
private civil action, and for other pur-
poses, had come to no resolution there-
on. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 22 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 
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AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. POE of Texas) at 10 
o’clock and 27 minutes a.m. 

ADA EDUCATION AND REFORM 
ACT OF 2017 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 736 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 620. 

Will the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. 
SIMPSON) kindly resume the chair. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
620) to amend the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act of 1990 to promote compli-
ance through education, to clarify the 
requirements for demand letters, to 
provide for a notice and cure period be-
fore the commencement of a private 
civil action, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. SIMPSON in the chair. 

The CHAIR. When the Committee of 
the Whole rose earlier today, all time 
for general debate pursuant to House 
Resolution 736 had expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule, and shall be considered as 
read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 620 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘ADA Edu-
cation and Reform Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. COMPLIANCE THROUGH EDUCATION. 

Based on existing funding, the Disability 
Rights Section of the Department of Justice 
shall, in consultation with property owners 
and representatives of the disability rights 
community, develop a program to educate 
State and local governments and property 
owners on effective and efficient strategies 
for promoting access to public accommoda-
tions for persons with a disability (as defined 
in section 3 of the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act (42 U.S.C. 12102)). Such program 
may include training for professionals such 
as Certified Access Specialists to provide a 
guidance of remediation for potential viola-
tions of the Americans with Disabilities Act. 
SEC. 3. NOTICE AND CURE PERIOD. 

Paragraph (1) of section 308(a) of the Amer-
icans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
12188(a)(1)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) AVAILABILITY OF REMEDIES AND PROCE-
DURES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the remedies and procedures set forth in 
section 204(a) of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
(42 U.S.C. 2000a–3(a)) are the remedies and 
procedures this title provides to any person 
who is being subjected to discrimination on 
the basis of disability in violation of this 
title or who has reasonable grounds for be-
lieving that such person is about to be sub-
jected to discrimination in violation of sec-
tion 303. Nothing in this section shall require 
a person with a disability to engage in a fu-
tile gesture if such person has actual notice 
that a person or organization covered by this 
title does not intend to comply with its pro-
visions. 

‘‘(B) BARRIERS TO ACCESS TO EXISTING PUB-
LIC ACCOMMODATIONS.—A civil action under 
section 302 or 303 based on the failure to re-

move an architectural barrier to access into 
an existing public accommodation may not 
be commenced by a person aggrieved by such 
failure unless— 

‘‘(i) that person has provided to the owner 
or operator of the accommodation a written 
notice specific enough to allow such owner 
or operator to identify the barrier; and 

‘‘(ii)(I) during the period beginning on the 
date the notice is received and ending 60 
days after that date, the owner or operator 
fails to provide to that person a written de-
scription outlining improvements that will 
be made to remove the barrier; or 

‘‘(II) if the owner or operator provides the 
written description under subclause (I), the 
owner or operator fails to remove the barrier 
or to make substantial progress in removing 
the barrier during the period beginning on 
the date the description is provided and end-
ing 120 days after that date. 

‘‘(C) SPECIFICATION OF DETAILS OF ALLEGED 
VIOLATION.—The written notice required 
under subparagraph (B) must also specify in 
detail the circumstances under which an in-
dividual was actually denied access to a pub-
lic accommodation, including the address of 
property, the specific sections of the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act alleged to have 
been violated, whether a request for assist-
ance in removing an architectural barrier to 
access was made, and whether the barrier to 
access was a permanent or temporary bar-
rier.’’. 
SEC. 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act and the amendments made by 
this Act take effect 30 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 5. MEDIATION FOR ADA ACTIONS RELATED 

TO ARCHITECTURAL BARRIERS. 
The Judicial Conference of the United 

States shall, under rule 16 of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure or any other appli-
cable law, in consultation with property 
owners and representatives of the disability 
rights community, develop a model program 
to promote the use of alternative dispute 
resolution mechanisms, including a stay of 
discovery during mediation, to resolve 
claims of architectural barriers to access for 
public accommodations. To the extent prac-
tical, the Federal Judicial Center should pro-
vide a public comment period on any such 
proposal. The goal of the model program 
shall be to promote access quickly and effi-
ciently without the need for costly litiga-
tion. The model program should include an 
expedited method for determining the rel-
evant facts related to such barriers to access 
and steps taken before the commencement of 
litigation to resolve any issues related to ac-
cess. 

The CHAIR. No amendment to the 
bill shall be in order except those 
printed in part A of House Report 115– 
559. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in 
the report, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. DENHAM 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 1 printed in part 
A of House Report 115–559. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Chair, I rise to 
offer my amendment to H.R. 620. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 
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